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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This office action is in response to the communication filed on January 7, 
2005. 

2. Applicant's request for reconsideration of the finality of the rejection of the 
last Office action is persuasive and, therefore, the finality of that action is 
withdrawn. 

However, examiner disagrees with the applicant that "It is improper to 
combine references which do not suggest the properties and results of claimed 
invention or that do not suggest the claimed combination as a solution to the 
problem which the claimed invention solved" (page 14, paragraph 2 of 
Response/Remark). 

In response to applicant's above argument/remark, "A reference is 
reasonably pertinent if, even though it may be in a different field from that of the 
inventor's endeavor, it is one which, because of the matter with which it deals, 
logically would have commended itself to an inventor's attention in considering 
his problem"; Wang Laboratories Inc. v. Toshiba Corp., 993 F.2d 858, 26 
USPQ2d 1767 (Fed. Cir. 1993). In this case, Czyszczewski, Arnon and 
Stevenson references are pertinent to applicant's invention. Therefore, rejection 
of last Office Action is proper. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented arid the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

Claims 1, 4 - 12, and 14 - 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over U.S Patent 6,577,907 issued to Joseph Stanley 
Czyszczewski et al. (hereinafter "Czyszczewski") in view of U.S. Patent 
6,321 ,308 issued to Dan Arnon et al (hereinafter "Arnon"). 

Regarding claim 1, Czyszczewski teaches a method for providing access 
from a multifunction device to data operatively associated with a user-specified 
remote storage device, comprising: 

identifying said user-specified remote storage device based at least in part 
on a path thereto specified by a user at said multifunction device (see column 3, 
lines 50 - 55, column 7, lines 26 - 30 and column 1 0, lines 21 - 27). 

establishing a link between said multifunction device and the user- 
specified remote storage device having said data operatively associated 
therewith (see column 2, lines 3 - 6); and 

accessing said data operatively associated with said user-specified 
remote storage device from said multifunction device over said link established 
therebetween (see column 3, lines 50 - 60). 
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Arnon teaches data transfer between local and remote storage system 
and identifiers identifying the target device and the requesting device which also 
reads into applicant's claimed invention "identifying said user-specified remote 
storage device based at least in part on a path thereto specified by a user at said 
multifunction device" (see column 4, lines 60 - 66). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the data processing 
art at the time of the present invention to combine teaching of the cited 
references because Arnon's teaching of "identifying said user-specified remote 
storage device based at least in part on a path thereto specified by a user at said 
multifunction device" would have allowed Czyszczewski's system to provide a 
queuing scheme which allows for high degree of parallelism while maintaining 
validity of the storage system as suggested by Arnon at column 2, lines 8-11. 

Regarding claim 4, Czyszczewski teaches identifying said user-specified 
remote storage device is based at least in part on a user profile (see column 3, 
lines 50-55). 

Regarding claim 5, Czyszczewski teaches converting a document to 
electronic format at said multifunction device (see column 2, lines 65 - 67); and 

combining said document in electronic format with said accessed data 
(see column 9, lines 3 - 7). 
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Regarding claim 6, Czyszczewski teaches combining said accessed data 
with an electronic document generated at said multifunction device (see column 
11, lines 12-19); and 

sending said combined electronic document and accessed data from said 
multifunction device to a network destination (see column 3, lines 1 - 7 and 
column 7, lines 12-25). 

Regarding claim 7, Czyszczewski teaches accessing said data is from an 
address book operatively associated with said user-specified remote storage 
device (see column 12, lines 8-14). 

Regarding claim 8, Czyszczewski teaches identifying a network 
destination for an electronic document generated at said multifunction device 
based on said data accessed from said address book (see column 14, lines 15 - 
20). 

Regarding claim 9, Czyszczewski teaches editing an entry in said address 
book operatively associated with said user-specified remote storage device from 
said multifunction device (see column 6, lines 50 - 67). 

Regarding claim 10, Czyszczewski teaches configuring said multifunction 
device before identifying said user-specified remote storage device (see column 
3, lines 56-60). 
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Regarding claims 11 and 20, Czyszczewski teaches displaying at least a 
portion of said data at said multifunction device (see column 10, lines 21 - 24). 

Regarding claim 12, Czyszczewski teaches a method for accessing user- 
requested data from a configured multifunction device, comprising: 

identifying a remote storage device having said user-requested data 
operatively associated therewith based at least in part on a path for said remote 
storage device specified by a user at said configured multifunction device (see 
column 3, lines 50-55, column 7, lines 26-30 and column 10, lines 21 - 27). 

retrieving said user-requested data operatively associated with said 
remote storage device from said configured multifunction device (see column 10, 
lines 21 -27). 

Arnon teaches data transfer between local and remote storage system 
and identifiers identifying the target device and the requesting device which also 
reads into applicant's claimed invention "identifying said user-specified remote 
storage device based at least in part on a path thereto specified by a user at said 
multifunction device" (see column 4, lines 60 - 66). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the data processing 
art at the time of the present invention to combine teaching of the cited 
references because Arnon's teaching of "identifying said user-specified remote 
storage device based at least in part on a path thereto specified by a user at said 
multifunction device" would have allowed Czyszczewski's system to provide a 
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queuing scheme which allows for high degree of parallelism while maintaining 
validity of the storage system as suggested by Arnon at column 2, lines 8-11. 

Regarding claim 14, Czyszczewski teaches identifying said remote 
storage device is based at least in part on a user profile (see column 3, lines 50 - 
55). 

Regarding claim 15, Czyszczewski teaches converting a document to 
electronic format at said configured multifunction device (see column 2, lines 65 
-67); and 

combining said document in electronic format with said retrieved user- 
requested data (see column 9, lines 3-7). 

Regarding claim 16, Czyszczewski teaches combining said retrieved user- 
requested data with an electronic document generated at said configured 
multifunction device (see column 1 1 , lines 12-19); and 

sending said combined electronic document and retrieved user-requested 
data from said configured multifunction device to a network destination (see 
column 3, lines 1 - 7 and column 7, lines 12 - 25). 

Regarding claim 17, Czyszczewski teaches retrieved said user-requested 
data is from an address book operatively associated with said remote storage 
device (see column 12, lines 8-14). 
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Regarding claim 18, Czyszczewski teaches identifying a network 
destination for an electronic document generated at said configured multifunction 
device based on said user-requested data retrieved from said address book (see 
column 14, lines 15-20). 

Regarding claim 19, Czyszczewski teaches editing an entry in said 
address book operatively associated with said remote storage device from said 
multifunction device (see column 6, lines 50 - 67). 

Regarding claim 21 , Czyszczewski teaches a multifunction device 
comprising: 

computer-readable media operatively associated with said multifunction 
device and having computer-readable program code thereon including program 
code for identifying data operatively associated with a user-specified remote 
storage device (see column 9, lines 38-49 and column 10, lines 21 - 27); and 

program code for accessing said data operatively associated with said 
user-specified remote storage device from said multifunction device (see column 
10, lines 28-47). 

Arnon teaches data transfer between local and remote storage system 
and identifiers identifying the target device and the requesting device which also 
reads into applicant's claimed invention "identifying said user-specified remote 
storage device based at least in part on a path thereto specified by a user at said 
multifunction device" (see column 4, lines 60 - 66). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the data processing 
art at the time of the present invention to combine teaching of the cited 
references because Arnon's teaching of "identifying said user-specified remote 
storage device based at least in part on a path thereto specified by a user at said 
multifunction device" would have allowed Czyszczewski's system to provide a 
queuing scheme which allows for high degree of parallelism while maintaining 
validity of the storage system as suggested by Arnon at column 2, lines 8-11. 

Regarding claim 22, Czyszczewski teaches said data is an address book 
(see column 12, lines 8 - 14). 

Regarding claim 23, Czyszczewski teaches program code for retrieving an 
entry from said address book, said entry identifying a network destination (see 
column 12, lines 8 -23); 

program code for associating said entry from said address book with an 
electronic document at said multifunction device (see column 7, lines 14 - 26); 
and 

program code for sending said electronic document to said network 
destination identified by said entry from said address book (see column 7, lines 
16-22). 

Regarding claim 24, Czyszczewski teaches said data is a document in 
electronic format (see column 2, lines 65 - 67). 
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Regarding claim 25, Czyszczewski teaches program code for sending a 
documents electronic format from said multifunction device to a network 
destination (see column 3, lines 1 - 7 and column 7, lines 12 - 25). 

Regarding claim 26, Czyszczewski teaches program code for combining a 
document in electronic format with a document image at said multifunction device 
(see column 9, lines 3 - 7); 

program code for sending said combination of said document in electronic 
format and said document image from said multifunction device to a network 
destination (see column 5, lines 30 - 40). 

Regarding claim 27, Czyszczewski teaches said user-specified remote 
device is another multifunction device (see column 7, lines 26 - 40). 

Conclusion 

4. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Fred I. Ehichioya whose telephone number is 
571-272-4034. The examiner can normally be reached on M - F 8:00 AM to 4:30 
PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, John E. Breene can be reached on 571-272-4107. The 
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fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). 

Fred I. Ehichioya 

Patent Examiner _ 



January 27, 2005 
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